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As those who make use of the "Inductive Bible-studies" must 
have observed, the question of harmonizing the dates and numbers 
of Scripture with those of outside writers is a difficult and serious one. 
No more plausible or satisfactory theory of such a harmony has, in 
our opinion, been presented than that which Professor Willis J. 
Beecher has given in these "studies." It is probable that only a few of 
the thousands who are carrying on this course of studies have patiently 
and thoroughly investigated the case as presented. The majority of 
people detest chronology. But what has been the result in the case 
of the few who have considered the matter ? What inference may be 
drawn from the manner in which our instructor. Professor Beecher 
himself, presents the case .■• Is the question yet solved .-• Turn from 
this simple and comparatively satisfactory representation, to the 
wearisome, complex, and (shall we sayi") imaginary theory advanced in 
the last Bibliotheca Sacra. Pass in review the countless schemes 
which from generation to generation have appeared. What must we 
conclude.'' That, at all events, the case is doubtful. Perhaps no 
more interesting collection could be made than that of the forced 
interpretations which have been offered in order to maintain the strict 
accuracy of the biblical numerals in certain passages. Every honest 
effort, we feel, should be made to prove, if possible, the universal 
accuracy of the numbers given in Scripture ; but there are two things 
which may well be kept in mind : (i) that it is better to acknowledge 
the existence^of an error here or there, than to resort to means per- 
haps dishonest, and certainly in many cases absurd, to disprove it ; (2) 
that the acknowledgment of a numerical error is, after all, not so 
serious as would at first sight appear. 



The article of the Rev. Wilbur F. Crafts, published in this num- 
ber, will surprise some, discourage others. It should not, however, 
occasion either surprise or discouragement. It is only what one 
who stops for a moment to think, would beforehand have predicted. 
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The present Sunday-school methods, however admirable, and how- 
ever efficient in other regards, do not, in the line of Bible instruction, 
produce the desired results. 

But with no other comment here, we would take this opportunity 
to enter a protest against the importance attached by Mr. Crafts to 
the memorizing of the exact words of Scripture. Just as in many 
cases, children learn the sound of an expression, with no idea what- 
ever of the separate words, so both children and adults often learn 
the words of an expression, with no idea whatever of the meaning. 
Now certainly the thought is more important than the words ; the 
spirit, than the letter. A poor statement of a grammatical principle, 
or of the thought of a given verse, if in the language of the pupil him- 
self, is far better than a word-for-word recitation of the statement con- 
tained in the grammar, or of the verse as it is in Scripture, unless the 
student has thoroughly digested the latter ; and this not one student 
in fifty ever does. It may be said that this, though true of human 
writings, is not true of the divine words. To this we cannot give 
assent. The fact that sacred writers, when narrating the same event, 
often differ widely from each other in the words employed, is in itself 
evidence in favor of this position. If Mr. Crafts will substitute "mas- 
tery" for "memorize," if our schools will do the same, the results will 
be different. There was a time when children merely "memorized ;" 
that time' is past, and we hope will never come again. The watch- 
word of the future should be and will be "mastery." No greater mis- 
take has prevailed in the educational work of the past than the idea 
that "memorizing" means "learning." 



Another word about "memorizing" Scripture. Many of us, 
doubtless, look back with satisfaction to that good old time, when, 
even against our will, we memorized Scripture ; and naturally such 
ask, Is there anyone so foolish, so weak, as to cry out against this .' 
Two points are worthy of notice : (i) Is it necessary to go far, in 
order to ascertain the result of a too strict adherence to the word? 
Do we not see this, clearly, in the conceptions of Scripture current in 
our Saviour's time .-' This state of things was the natural, indeed the 
inevitable, outcome of the method of Scripture-study employed in the 
preceding generations. (2) "Memorizing" is far better than nothing; 
and the result, so far as knowledge of the Bible is concerned, of much 
of the Bible-study of to-day is nothing. If no better plan can be 
devised, let us go back to " memorizing," for all will agree that, in many 
cases, "memorizing" was really valuable. But, just as " memorizing" 
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words, even with no adequate conception of their meaning is better 
than nothing, so "mastery," which means far more than "memoriz- 
ing," is superior to "memorizing." If, therefore, "mastery" is impos- 
sible, then " memorize ; " but why should " mastery " be impossible .-' 



There are two general theories in reference to the interpretation 
of Scripture. One insists that the sacred words may mean anything 
anywhere, that they may have two or more distinct meanings accord- 
ing to the option of the interpreter ; the other, that an expression, 
allowing for difference of speaker, age and other attendant circum- 
stances, has one meaning, and that determined by the context. Which 
is "scientific".'' One theory insists that a people living before civili- 
zation began may have the same ideas concerning life, religion, and 
the future, which another people possess who live in the full blaze 
of the light of the risen Messiah ; the other, that the religious concep- 
tions of an early age, when compared with those of a later age, after 
making all needed allowance for the supernatural element, are neces- 
sarily dim, hazy, and incomplete. Which is " scientific".'' One theory 
insists that the Bible, assumed to be of divine origin, differs so mate- 
rially from all other writings, that in its study the ordinary principles 
of literary composition are to be cast aside as useless, even profane ; 
the other, granting the divine origin, insists that, having likewise been 
written by men and for men, there are some aspects at least, in which 
it deserves to be treated as a human production, and that, so far, it is 
subject to the laws which regulate other human productions. Which 
is "scientific".'' One theory insists that, being divine, it must there- 
fore be thus or thus ; the other, that, being thus and thus, it is divine. 
Which is "scientific".? We might go further ; this will suffice. "Sci- 
entific" Bible-study is study in the process of which (i) scientific 
methods are employed ; (2) adherence is maintained to the laws of 
human speech ; (3) allowance is made for all the factors which enter 
into the problem under consideration ; (4) the truth is sought, regard- 
less of previous preconceptions. It is not study in the process of 
which (i) methods belonging to the dark ages are used; (2) the sim- 
plest laws of language are violated ; (3) only facts favorable to the 
theory are considered, the others wrested or ignored ; (4) a theory 
must be established, whether by fair or foul means. 

It is noteworthy that the term "unscientific" is, in some particu- 
lars, as truly applicable to much of the so-called "advanced" criti- 
cism and exegesis of our day, as to the older and more staid 
criticism and exegesis, at which our "advanced" friends are so 
accustomed to sneer. 



